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Death penalty and Intellectual disabilities
Discussion 
Intellectual disability is considered the ability to impose an unconstitutional death penalty upon people with intellectual disabilities. However, the representation that is poorly legal with evidentiary and onerous requirements also leads to executions and death sentences of defendants who are intellectually disabled. The U.S Supreme Court has created measures to limit and abolish the death penalty. However, it is still used in certain primary cases whereby guilt in the defendant and individuals with intellectual disabilities are not in that group. The U.S government stated that the death penalty is a harsh sentence applied to certain defendants, as many laws have been passed to exempt individuals' with limitations in intellectual ability as from the death penalty (Liptak, 174). There is currently a provision of certain strategies used in the discovering of intellectual disability as from the mental health community, and there is a limitation that is significant from the adaptive behavior and intellectual ability, presenting itself before the age of 18.
The DPIC offers to trace the history, which is important in a ruling. There are also key efforts noted from the legislature presently in various states, and the pivotal cases are brought through the issues towards the fore. Access is provided to certain research as regarded through many defendants with intellectual disabilities who have been removed from the death row, with the states applying through the differing rules during the process leading toward the sentences. The U.S Supreme Court in the year 2002, the month of June, rules in Virginia v. Atkins that the execution of individuals present with intellectual disabilities violated the prohibition against the Eight Amendment, which was regarded as an unusual and cruel punishment overruling the decision made in 1989 as from Lynaugh and Penry (Green, 1029). The court's differences were made according to the public's consensus, which had emerged with demonstrations about the standards evolving against the execution of individuals’ presents with intellectual disabilities. 
 For a long period, the United States and Texas have struggled to determine whether a death penalty defendant, ineligible for executions, has intellectual disabilities. After the U.S Supreme court ruling in 2002, that the individuals to be executed with the presence of intellectual disability had either to face unusual or cruel punishments rather than the death penalty (Shaw, 440). In the United States, whereby Western democracy executes the citizens, the Supreme Court has exempted certain groups of vulnerable people from execution, including those with intellectual disabilities. Among the nine states in the United States, Texas is among those states with the death penalty, which has not been passed down the law with outlining rules protecting individuals with intellectual ability from facing execution. However, in 2019, a law was passed in Supreme Court against defendants with intellectual disability, that there was a need for clinical and scientific evidence to determine who intellectual disabled was. Lastly, the Atkins case, which was among the seminal moments in the death penalty history, the case was able to spare the venerable defendants' lives by providing blueprints present in achieving strategic supervision before executing an individual with intellectual disability.
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